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We get Letters & E-Mail 


",.. and yes, 'bang, bang’ shoots them down!" 
Dear Editor: 


In response to "The President's Forum" in the May 21, 2001 issue of DC, I say: If Dr. 
Winterstein would simply read the ICA's policy handbook, he would not need an 
explanation why the ICA opposes acupuncture as part of chiropractic practice. Simply 
stated, the ICA does not condone the eclectic practices of other healing arts under the 
umbrella of the DC degree. Clear, isn't it? 


Dr. Winterstein's university and other chiropractic colleges that have changed their 
names to universities of the "Health Sciences" (or some such name change) are 
endeavoring to include the use of other health care disciplines such as acupuncture; 
naturopathy; homeopathy; and more, as part of chiropractic practice. The ICA stands 
against such efforts to mongrelize the chiropractic profession, and yes, "bang, bang" 
shoots them down! 


Fred H. Barge,DC,PhC 
past president, ICA 


Historical Clarification from the Ivory Tower 
Dear Editor: 


With regards to David Prescott, DC, JD, in his recent article (Counsel in dissent: 
chiropractors vs. acupuncturists - Part III. Dynamic Chiropractic 2001 [July 2];19 
[14]:28,34-5,42), I would like to provide clarification to some of the historical 
information he offers concerning relations between the chiropractic and naturopathic 
educational communities. 


First, I can find no evidence that the NCA Council on Education (CoE; forerunner of 
today's CCE) issued any prohibition against "chiropractic colleges teaching natural 
methods of treating the sick (except spinal manipulation)" in 1952. While there are one 
or more pages missing from the surviving copies of the CoE's minutes for its two 
meetings that year (Indianapolis in January, Miami Beach in June 1952), apparently the 
scope of practice issues dealt with by the CoE on those occasions included the efforts of 
the Los Angeles College of Chiropractic's (LACC's) "graduate school" and the 
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California Chiropractic Association to provide postgraduate education in "specialty 
subjects," such as radionics and nutritional supplements. If Dr. Prescott has some 
contrary information, I would very much like to review it! 


The LACC made a decision to cease awarding doctorates in naturopathy from its 
undergraduate program at the time of its "grand merger" with the Southern California 
College of Chiropractic in 1948, but the amalgamated school's graduate program 
continued to award the "ND" for a few years longer (Keating, 2001, p. 102). However, 
the college succumbed to pressure to discontinue instruction in "borderline subjects" 
such as "pharmacology and certain phases of operative minor surgery in the graduate 
school" (Minutes, 1951). When the CoE met in June 1952 (Minutes, 1952b), the former 
dean of LACC's graduate school, Lee Norcross,DC,ND, had been dismissed, largely 
owing to his advocacy of this much broader scope of instruction. These events are 
reviewed in a recently published history of the LACC (Keating, 2001). 


For much of its early history, naturopathy defined itself as a "drugless" profession. 
(Today's "naturopathic medicine," as practiced in Oregon, for example, is a muchbroader- 
in-scope healing art, and includes some prescription medications.) Much of what 
naturopaths practiced in their early years is encompassed today within the notion of 
"chiropractic physiological therapeutics." The CoE not only did not prohibit such 
"natural methods,” but it battled with the straight chiropractic colleges (including a few 
within the CoE) to insist upon inclusion of the schools in the CoE-mandated curriculum. 
Moreover, some jurisdictions, such as California and Ontario, mandated instruction in 
physiotherapeutics as a condition for chiropractic licensure. Even if the CoE had wished 
to ban such procedures, it could not have done so without preventing the licensure of 
DCs in several locales. 


Ironically, some of Dr. Prescott's suggestions for broadening chiropractic curricula to 
include traditional naturopathic and "drugless" methods parallel those of the National 
Chiropractic Association (NCA; forerunner of today's ACA) some six decades ago. The 
distancing of naturopathy from chiropractic education began in the 1930s, and reached a 
turning point at a 1939 meeting in Chicago of representatives of the broad-scope-tolerant 
NCA, the Chiropractic Health Bureau (CHB, forerunner of today's ICA) and the 
American Naturopathic Association (ANA) (Keating, 2001, p. 77; Watkins, 1939). The 
Palmer/CHB faction felt that mixer-chiropractors should be licensed as naturopaths, to 
which idea the ANA lent its support. However, the NCA argued that there were 16,000 
broad-scope DCs practicing naturopathic methods (1.e., "drugless"” therapies in addition 
to adjusting), vs. only 2,000 licensed naturopaths. The NCA announced its intention to 
oppose: 


",..any plan that would cause the passage of separate physio-therapy laws 
or naturopathic laws to cover liberal chiropractors, but rather favor 
liberalization of chiropractic legislation where it is felt desirable to 
legalize liberal practice." (Watkins, 1939) 


For the next 15 years, the NCA's board of directors brought pressure to bear upon the 
chiropractic schools within its orbit, to force them to discontinue awarding naturopathic 
doctorates. Meanwhile, the CHB/ICA railed against schools teaching intervention 
methods other than adjusting (e.g., Naturopathic, 1957). With the death in 1954 of W.A. 
Budden,DC,ND, president of Western States College School of Chiropractic & School 
of Naturopathy, and former dean of the National College, a major barrier to NCA's plan 
was passed. Many of naturopathy's drugless methods continued to be taught, with NCA- 
CoE approval and encouragement, as part of the chiropractic curriculum. 


I hope this is helpful information. For those who may be interested, I can provide hard 


copies of the retyped minutes of most of the CoE's meetings during 1948 through 1968 
at a cost of about $1 per page. 
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Joseph C. Keating Jr.,PhD 
Homewood Professor 
Canadian Memorial Chiropractic College 


Military Chiropractic May Be Restricted to Privileged DCs 
Dear Editor: 


Tricare Network, the military's largest subscriber program, is now administered by 
HealthNet! As a result, DCs may instead face the same access restrictions for military 
patients that are already imposed in civilian HMOs and PPOs. 


A HealthNet Foundation (Foundation Health Federal Services is now owned by 
HealthNet) official acknowledged to me that "Instead of going through the trouble of 
finding and credentialing enough DCs for Tricare Network, it's easier to just use 
HealthNet DCs, since they're already credentialed through American Specialty Health 
Plan" (ASHP)! 


Eighty-seven percent of all DCs are barred from participating in HealthNet, or 94 
percent of HMOs, since their access is limited by the ASHP! 


Therefore, the ACA's "greatest legislative victory in 26 years in opening up the military 
to chiropractic" may instead be a goldmine for ASHP owner George DeVries and 13 
percent of the profession! Could the ACA leadership foretell the future, or are most of 
them already ASHP providers? 


I recently asked an ASHP chiropractor, "How's it going?" 
He replied, "I'm so damn busy busting bones, I don't have time to slow down!" 


Obviously, quality care is no priority for HMO "doctors." In a nation that prides itself in 
"self-determination," legal monopolies that enrich themselves by stealing patients 
prevail, and "legislative victories" strangle the chiropractic profession. 


Paul Kell, DC 
San Diego, California 


